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Letters To The Editor 
Dear Sirs: 


| have been a reader of your magazine for sev- 
eral years and have found it both interesting and in- 
spiring. You are to be heartily commended for your 
valiant stand against the surging tide of Modernism 
in the Presbyterian Church. 


Until we return to the evangelical gospel of sal- 
vation through faith in the blood of Jesus Christ, 
the Church can have no power or influence in the 
chaotic world of today. 


In this age as never before in the history of man- 
kind, the world desperately needs the Christ of the 
Cross, the Prince of Peace, who still says: “Come 
unto Me all ye that labor and are heavy laden, and 
I will give you rest.” 


Many “of us are praying for a long-awaited re- 
vival to sweep the country, to sweep the whole 
world back to the ee faith which was 
able to conquer the Roman Empire, and which can 
conquer the forces of theism, modernism, worldli- 
ness and communism today with the help of Al- 
mighty God. 

—Texas. 


Dear Sirs: 


THE JOURNAL ... is standing for the cardinal 
doctrines of the Southern Presbyterian Church and 
contending for the faith once for all delivered to 
the saints and is not for liquidating the Southern 
Presbyterian Church. 


... | do not want to be without THE JOURNAL. 


—Sarasota, Fla. 


Dear Sirs: 


I talk about your paper to my friends and ac- 
quaintances and quote it many times in my Sunday 
School class. I am glad you are making THE 
JOURNAL a weekly paper and I am praying for you 
and those associated with you in the great work you 
are doing. 


—Atlanta, Ga. 


Dear Sirs: 


THE JOURNAL is the most outstanding Christian 
publication in the country, always “standing for the 
detense of the faith once delivered.” 


May you be richly blessed for your faithful inter- 
pretation of the only rule of faith given us and 
rewarded with a voluminous new list of subscrip- 
tions. 

—Green Castle, Pa. 


Recommend The Journal During 


Church Paper Week 


Dear Sirs: 


Enclosed please find check for ... my next year’s 
subscription to THE JOURNAL, 


It is fine that we are to receive the paper each 
week. I always look forward to it with so much 
pleasure. I pray for your success. To me your paper 
is the anchor that will hold. I have no fear but that 
your work will succeed for it is evident the Holy 
Spirit is with you. 


—DeLand, Fla. 


Dear Sirs: 


Fearless defense of the faith and precepts of our 
founding fathers would seem most unpopular. The 
defense of the great principles of justice are equally 
unpopular. I often speak of your fine contribution to 
the sustained faith. 

—Atlanta, Ga. 


Dear Sirs: 


.. . the Lord is leading. His way is beyond ours, 
far beyond, and we wonder why some things occur. 
But His purpose is the greater one and we will see 
some day why. Some of us are praying for a deep 
and real revival all over our church. 


Some who are of this mind . , . pray daily for it 
to come to pass. It would do more to settle all our 
difficulties than anything. 


It would get rid of the crippling spirit so evident 
in intolerance and in loose thinking. God’s truth 
would be exalted. Our Church has always been 
identified with spiritual movements. Have we lost 
that leadership? 


We should regain it, but not by giving up the 
truth of God or “hold the truth in unrighteousness.” 


—Presbyterian Minister, Retired. 


REQUEST 


Several years ago a large group in our 
Church covenanted to pray each Saturday 
night for a revival. Some may have forgotten 
this covenant, others may never have heard 


of it. 
EACH SATURDAY NIGHT 
Pray For Revival 


The first Wednesday of each month has 
been set aside by supporters of The Southern 
Presbyterian Journal as a day of prayer and 
fasting for the outpouring of the Holy Spirit 
on our Church and nation in revival of a stead- 
fast faith and belief in the Lord Jesus Christ 
as the only Savior of a lost world. From time 
to time, prayer objectives will be sent out from 
THE JOURNAL office. This action was in- 
cluded in resolutions adopted by a group of 
Journal supporters meeting in Weaverville 
August 16. 
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EDITORIAL 


Quarantine - Not 
Censorship 


An overture, recently passed by the 5ynod of Ap- 
palachia, with reference to the inviting of speakers 
to Our institutions who are known to deny estab- 
lished Christian doctrines, brings to light a situation 
which needs to be aired and on which there will be 
considerable debate. 


The issue is simply this: shall a man who denies 
the Virgin Birth of our Lord be invited to speak to 
our conferences, or in our educational institutions? 
Or, shall such an invitation be extended to a man 
who frankly denies that the Bible is other than a 
human document, or who denies the vicarious atone- 
ment, or the records of the miracles, ete., etc. ? 


The question involved is: how important are 
these Christian doctrines; are they essential or are 
they optional? If one holds the latter view then 
there certainly is no objection to inviting men to 
speak who do not believe in them. But, if one be- 
lieves that these and other doctrines are plainly 
taught in the Bible, that they comprise a part of 
the facts with reference to the work and person of 
our Lord; then such a faith demands that those who 
deny these doctrines shall not be accorded the pri- 
vilege of speaking to those for whom we have as- 
sumed the obligation of teaching. 


There is a further factor—modern pedagogy 
seems to look upon a college or seminary as a battle- 
ground, permitting the student to “hear all sides” 
and then decide for himself. Many others feel, and 
we firmly believe they are right, that student days 
are training days; that students should be taught 


positive faith in definite facts. Such teaching should, 
of course, show where and how men re denying 
the truth, using their books for this purpose, but it 
is not teaching unless, at the same time, it shows 
what this error is and what the truth is. 


Those responsible for inviting men who deny the 
faith cannot escape the conclusion of others that 
they themselves do not regard these doctrines as of 
prime importance. An “inner uncertainty” can be 
there or they would hold such doctrines more pre- 
cious. 


The effect on the faith of students can be de- 
vastating. The denials of many men is a matter of 
record. They openly assert their unbelief. When 
they are invited to speak to students the inescapable 
hazard is that these students will come to the con- 
clusion that such doctrines are unimportant. When 
this happens they are on the road to uncertainties 
which rob their Christian lives and testimonies of 
much power. 


The Presbyterian Church distinguishes between 
doctrines which are essential and those which are 
not. For instance, we do not question the propriety 
of inviting those who believe in baptism by immer- 
sion, or who are not Calvinists, or who hold some 
particular doctrine with reference to sanctification, 
or the Lord’s return. 


But, there are other doctrines having to do with 
the person and work of our Lord which are clearly 
taught in the Scriptures, affirmed in our own stan- 
dards and held by all evangelical believers. To make 
common cause with those who deny these doctrines 
is to invite disaster. At no time more than in our 
own time has this been true. 


Finally, the decline in the witnessing power and 
the spiritual efficiency of the larger denominations 
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has followed such a policy of /aissez faire towards 
Christian truth. 


Certainly we Christians owe it to the fearful and 
uncertain world in which we live to have a positive 
message such as God has always blessed—and 
which He is blessing today—rather than a set of 
truths “which may be true, or otherwise.”’ 


The world needs this testimony of faith in Christ, 
His person and His work. By this sign we. shall 
succeed. Compromise and time will work its in- 
evitable course of ruin. —L.N.B. 


They Did Not 
Suborn Men 


We have just read an editorial in another publi- 
cation entitled, ““They Suborned Men,” which is as 
hysterical and as far from a basis in truth as some 
of Mr. Joseph Malick’s recent deliverances before 
the Security Council of the United Nations. 


This editorial begins as follows: “Jt has come to 
our attention that following, and evidently stimu- 
lated by, a recent meeting of representatives of the 
non-cooperating faction of the Church, a whisper- 
ing campaign has been and is being conducied against 
some of the leading and most highly respected min- 
isters in our communion.” 


The writer attended the meeting evidently re- 
ferred to, a meeting of the supporters of this 
Journal, numbering over three hundred. The key- 
note of that meeting was prayer—prayer for re- 
vival in our Church. One of the practical sugges- 
tions coming from this meeting was to urge Chris- 
tians to set aside the first Wednesday in each month 
as a day of fasting and prayer for our nation and 
for our Church. 


We attended all of this meeting except a few 
minutes, and we have checked on what was said 
while we were out. During the entire day not one 
single individual was mentioned in a critical man- 
ner. One of our church institutions was mentioned 
by name and that was to express thanks to God for 
the spiritual awakening among the students in that 
institution during the past two years. 


The writer knows whispering campaigns have 
been started in the past in the Church. He has been 
the victim of such a campaign. He also knows that 
it is almost impossible for an influential Church to 
call a man who has been willing to stand up and be 
counted in the conservative camp, because of the 
immediate, and usually effective campaign against 


him. 


We also know that if members of the Church are 
beginning to study their faith; what their Church 
teaches and believes, then it is a very healthy sign. 
With all our heart we deplore criticism of one’s 
pastor and other spiritual leaders—such criticism 
can have devastating effect on all concerned, in- 
cluding little children who hear such criticisms. But 
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we do not believe any minister who is faithful to 
his ordination vows is ever fearful of letting his 
people know of his faith and his reasons for that 


faith. 


The editorial in question, in using the phrases, 
‘suborned men” and “character assassins,” is using 
the phraseology of desperation, just as an editorial 
in the same publication used equally intemperate 
language only a few weeks ago. 


“That great group which attended the meeting of 
the supporters of this Journal, joins with this paper 
in one earnest prayer and hope—that there may be 
a return in our own Church to the positive emphasis 
in Christian preaching, teaching and living which 
means revival. To say that they “suborned men” to 
go out and institute a whispering campaign against 
the ministers of our Church is a strange perversion 


of the truth. L.N.B. 


SUMMARY OF THE CHRISTIAN 
FAITH, According to the Shorter Catechism, 
by William Childs Leading 
Christian Document Now in Greater Demand 


Than Ever Before. Price: 20c. 


Robinson. 


A Great Voice 
Not Needed 


Those who long for the great ecumenical church 
hope and believe firmly that “a great voice” will be 
secured for Protestantism. This we do not doubt. 
But where is the warrant or the necessity for this 
“great voice’ that will ring down the corridors of 
our legislative halls or shake the cardinals in their 
councils ? 


Surely God’s Word is strangely silent about such 
matters. In some way this was omitted from the 
Great Commission and has only been recovered in 
recent days. 


Jesus paid His taxes to the Roman Government 
but we have no record of His ever appealing unto 
Caesar for protection or for support. He did not 
tell His followers that they would have a loud voice 
as they increased in numbers which would shake the 
Devil upon his throne, or speed the gospel upon its 
way. 


This is clearly dependent upon a carnal power. 
The Apostle Paul after a wealth of experience in 
fighting the Devil and in establishing the kingdom 
of our Lord declared: “For the weapons of our war- 
fare are not carnal, but mighty through God to the 
pulling down of strongholds, casting down imagi- 
nations and every high thing that exalteth itself 
against the power of God.” 


David Livingstone’s great explorations in darkest 
Africa were not undertaken through the protection 
of the British crown. John G. Paton was not ven- 
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erated by the New Hebrides cannibals because of 
his Scottish ancestry or his Calvinistie beliefs. ‘There 
was no “great voice” to intercede in his behalf. 


He was a living illustration of our Lord’s words: 


“In the world ye shall have tribulation, but be of 
good cheer, I have overcome the world.”” More and 
more, if we view the times aright, we have the 
feeling that Christians are going to be thrown back 


on the power of God, and God alone. —R.W.C. 


Observations From 
A Summer Supplyship 


The summer of 1950 was a vital period in which 
to minister God’s Word to His people. As the 
seriousness of the international situation increased 
the consciousness of our need for God became more 
keen. 


There was and is an increasing awareness that 
only God is adequate to the hour. And the regular 
services of His Word and sacraments are the ways 
He has ordained to strengthen our hands in God. 


As uniforms began to sprinkle the Church and 
parents spoke of sons getting their orders, it became 
increasingly evident that here at home we need 
morning and evening worship and mid-week praver 
service to stand the strain of life without breaking. 


And if we at home need God’s strength, how 
much more do the men who stand for us in Korea 
need the support of our prayers. When Joshua led 
the soldiers of Israel against Amalek, Aaron and 
Hur held up Moses’ hands in prayer for victory. 


We must not let the fighting men ery, “Can't 
hear anyone pray.” The Mayor of Decatur, Ga., a 
Presbyterian officer, asked for prayer every noon. 


A Chaplain writes: “It hasn’t been easy to leave 
the fine Church, to break up housekeeping, to leave 
my family, to conduct church in a dirty smelly hole 
in the bottom of the ship ... 1 have regretted a 
thousand times that I left my church and I’ve had 
a fight every night to convince myself that it was 
God’s call that 1 come ... this morning when the 
men came down that ladder hungry to worship ... 
as they listened eagerly when the Word of God was 
broken to them, and as they knelt in humbleness and 
receptance when I| administered the Lord’s Supper, 
I think | saw for the first time why I did it.” 
Brethren, these Chaplains and these soldier boys of 
ours need the reinforcement of our prayers. 


One is more and more impressed with the life that 
comes from praise. It is there that with the psalmist 
we see the power and glory of God in the sanctuary. 


The most and the best of the numbers rendered 
hy the choirs this summer were musical settings of 
(jod’s Word, such as The Holy City, In the Year 
that King Usaiah Died, the Song of the Immortals, 
Promises from Revelation. Yes, the proper praise of 
(sod is scriptural in thought and in expression. 


Nothing so lifts the hearts of the weary as praise 
to Christ exalted or contemn!at'on of the Christian 
hone: Jerusa’em the Golden. Ten Thoucand Times 


Ten Thousand, For All Thy Saints Who from 
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Their Labors Rest. The hands are weaker when the 
souls have not drunk in such exhilaration. 


Finally, as life became more serious the yearning 
of men turned to the promises of God. Summer 
1950 was a poor time to preach human psychology, 
to get off our pet foibles, even to argue from the 
pulpit our church politics. 


Men wanted the promises of God wrapped 
around their souls for themselves and for their 
loved ones. If an atom bomb is to drop on five 
points—only God counts. And only God can avert 
the dropping of the atom bomb there, This summer 
called us away from the puny gods men have been 
proclaiming—idols who have done all they can do 
and must meekly wait on us to do. 


The one only living and true God—the God of 
the Bible—is the God who can, the God who does, 
who is living and active every moment. God is not 
an idler in heaven, He is activissimus. And we rest 
in HIM as we lay hold of His promises in Jesus 
Christ. This summer was a great time to preach 
the Lord Jesus Christ from His Word—to present 
God as the living God and Christ as a present Lord. 


As one does so, the Good Shepherd calls His 
sheep, God acts, the Spirit illumines men hearts to 
receive the Word, souls are blessed and God is 
honored. —Wm.C.R. 
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A Letter Re The 
OR 


(In writing this letter Dr. Bell was stating the 
situation as he, one member of the Board of World 
Missions, sees it. We know his presentation has 
completely reversed the viewpoint of one prominent 


member of our Church.) —H.B.D. 


With reference to your recent letter, asking just 
why our Board of World Missions has not actively 
supported the proposed Japan International Chris- 
tian University, | would suggest the following as 
some of the reasons which have probably dictated 
their policy: 


(a) The proposal for the University originated 
with Dr. John MacLean as a gesture of remorse 
for America having used the atom bomb on Japanese 
cities. There are a great many Christians who re- 
gret the necessity for its use but who nevertheless 
feel that it was justified and that actually the war 
was shortened and lives thereby saved. 


(b) Many proponents of the JICU do not seem 
to realize that this is not the first Christian educa- 
tional institution in Japan. There are already seven 
mission-supported colleges in Tokyo and eighteen in 
Japan as a whole. 


(c) The Board of World Missions is called upon 
to evaluate the estimated contribution any particular 
work will make to the over-all Christian projection 
throughout the world and to choose those avenues 
of work which seem to offer the greatest hope of 
advancing the Kingdom of God. The JICU is but 
one ot many calls made upon the Board for support 
and it seemed that work already being done and 
that already projected offered probably greater 
prospects of usefulness. 


(d) While the Board rightfully retains the final 
power of decision in its own hands, nevertheless it 
very wisely consults its missionaries on the field in 
matters affecting work in any particular field. It is 
not without significance that our missionaries in 
Japan prefer our efforts and money to go into other 
work. They have sensed the atmosphere and direc- 
tion of the JICU probably more clearly than we 
have in this country. While this reaction of our 
Japan missionaries was not the determining factor, 
it was given rightful consideration. 


(e) The history of other American universities 
in the mission fields of the world shows that the 
need for maintaining educational standards eventu- 
ally outweighs the necessity for maintaining a Chris- 
tian emphasis, with the result that these institutions 
have all become primarily institutions of good-will, 
humanitarian in their work, rather than primarily 
Christian. This is seen at Roberts College, at the 
American University at Beirut, Yencheng in China 
and elsewhere, Such institutions certainly have their 
place but their support and conduct is not pri- 
marily a function of mission boards. 


(f) The Board of World Missions has at no 
time opposed the JICU. It has wished it god-speed 
and success. It has, however, declined to assume 
financial or administrative responsibility for an in- 
stitution which it has felt can better be supported 
and run otherwise. This decision was not arrived at 
hastily but after two full years of study. 


If the General Assembly should direct the Board 
of World Missions to assume such a responsibility 
it will, of course, be forced to do so. At the same 
time it seems unfortunate to many that such pres- 
sure should be brought to bear on an agency of our 
Church by a rather limited group. It is true that 
considerable enthusiasm has been engendered. Many 
voung people have contributed one dollar each as a 
“Vote for Peace” (a misleading bit of propaganda 
in itself), and many prominent and influential men 
outside the denomination have also sponsored the 
proposed university. But is popular demand, cer- 
tainly of a small minority, well press-agented, to 
determine the studied policies of a Board of our 


Church? 


The claim that the Board is unwilling to co- 
operate with others is simply not sustained by the 
facts. The Board of World ‘Missions is now co- 
operating with seventy or eighty interdenominational 
activities and this number is being increased right 
along. It would be foolish, though, to say that the 
Board must co-operate with a// demands for co- 
operation. Each must be accepted or rejected in the 
light of the facts as the Board can ascertain them. 


I trust that you will pardon this lengthy letter 
and also that you will write me frankly in reply. 
With all good wishes, I am, 

Cordially yours, 


L.N.B. 


P.$.—In writing the above I am in no way pre- 
suming to speak for the Board of World Missions, 
of which | am a member, but am simply stating 
some of the problems involved, as they appear to me. 


“Whiter Than Snow” 


Can anything be whiter than snow? When we 
see washed clothes hanging on a line we may ex- 
claim: How pretty and white! But if there comes a 
fresh fall of snow, how dingy and dirty they appear. 
A flock of sheep seen on a background of green look 
white and clean: that same flock seen on a back- 
yround of snow look entirely different. 


Snow is our best earthly symbol of purity. As it 
falls from the sky and silently covers this old dirty 
world it suggests to us the purity and holiness of 
heaven. 


Can the hearts of men befouled by sin be made 
clean and white, yes, even whiter than snow? It 
cannot be done by human processes; no fuller on 
earth can white them. The more you scrub a dirt 
Hoor the muddier it becomes, and these hearts of 
ours are of the earth, earthy. 
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Men must have a radical change. Sometimes this 
vital change is called The New Birth, sometimes a 
New Man in Christ, sometimes, the Washing of 


Regeneration, sometimes being washed and made 
“whiter than snow’: “Now wash me, and I shall 
be whiter than snow.”’ Have we been washed in the 


cleansing blood of the Lamb of God? —J.K.P. 


A Lurking Danger 


Another season of experimentation with church 
activities is in full swing. A considerable proportion 
of the vacation period of the leaders was spent in 
search for new methods and objectives. These have 
been pieced together and the progressive pastors, 
wide-awake elders, up-to-date Sunday School super- 
intendents, teachers and other groups are busily en- 
yaged in putting them into practice, with the hope 
they will inject new life into the work and “get 
things going.” 

These new plans and methods usually follow the 
same old pattern, with variations in dress and ar- 
rangement, such as startling sermon topics, alluring 
assortment of catch-words and phrases, and a series 
of studies of the methods that “all progressive 
churches are now using.” Thus it is freely expected 
that the congregation will be brought together for 
“an energetic fall and winter campaign that will 
put it on the map.” 


The frantic search for novel methods to stimulate 
the work reminds one of a story which points to a 
fatal danger which is not always apparent. Dr. 
Samuel Smith had discoursed learnedly and elo- 
quently, and on his way from the service in com- 
pany with a brother he eagerly waited for some 
word of commendation. 

Not finding it forthcoming, he ventured a sly 
hint to see what could be drawn out. He was some- 
what startled by his brother’s outburst: “I tell vou, 
Sam, what it is. Instead of you preaching Jesus 
Christ and Him crucified, you seem to have preach- 
ed Samuel Smith and him dignified.” 


In projecting her work, the Church should never 
torger that she is confronted by the subtle danger of 
seeking to make a name for herself instead of mag- 
nifving Christ Whom she professes to own as her 
Head. Give Christ the pre-eminence and methods 
and plans will not become a major concern. He will 
take care of His work. 


—R.E.H. 


Incidents Worth 
Emulating 


On a number of occasions we have suggested that 
the Christian problem with reference to race rela- 


tions is one of the elimination of discrimination. not 


the elimination of segregation. In the South, where 
the latter is a numerical as well as a social question, 
our present generation will probab'y not see any 
tadical change. 


But, discr:mination should be and is being elim- 
inated. 
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As a practical illustration of steps in the right 
direction we would cite several incidents in the 
City of Asheville, N. C., which show how segrega- 
tion can be maintained but discriminations elimi- 
nated, thereby enhancing the rightful dignity of all 
concerned. 


Some time ago the great singer, Marian Ander- 
son, came to Asheville to sing as part of a benefit 
for one of the local Negro churches. The City Au- 
ditorium was used. Negro policemen, part of the 
regular city police force, were in charge of traffic 
in front of the auditorium. The auditorium was 
packed, the white and Negro patrons simply divided 
by the aisle down the middle. The entire entertain- 
ment was in charge of the Negroes who had ar- 
ranged it. However, at the intermission, one of the 
local white ministers went to the platform and told 
of the building program of this local Church and 
asked for a special offering for this purpose. This 
was done as a token of the good-will which already 
exists in this community. 

Again, Paul Robeson was invited to sing in this 
same city. He accepted the invitation on the condi- 
tion that the guests at the City Auditorium be 
seated on a non-segregated basis. ‘he city authori- 
ties rightfully denied this demand and Robeson did 
not come. 


Last December, when the annual Optimist Bowl 
football game was played between stars of western 
and eastern high schools, a demonstration of the 
playing and marching of the various local bands 
was put on at the half-time. One of the bands par- 
ticipating was that of the local Negro high school. 
It was a separate organization but it gave the band 
and the local Negroes a sense of sharing in this 
pageantry. 

Recently “Appreciation Night’’ was held at the 
local ball park for the players. Each player received 
gifts from the fans and local organizations. ‘The 
Negro ground-keepers were not forgotten but each 
received recognition and gifts. Later, when a base- 
ball was given away each inning to fans holding 
certain numbers on their rain-checks, one of these 
was reserved for the Negro section and one of the 
balls went to the holder of that ticket. 


These may seem like minor matters but we be- 
lieve they do much to contribute to good feeling 
and a bettering of race relations. If Christians will 
center their efforts on the elimination of the dis- 
criminations and humiliations which have only too 
often characterized our dealings, great strides will 
be made in the right direction. —L.N.B. 


An Amazing Offer From The Journal For 
Church Paper Week. Your Church Can Par- 
ticipate. See Page 24. 
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What Is The Historic Position Of The Southern 


Presbyterian Church Regarding Church Property 


Of Local Congregations? The Answer Lies In 


LEGAL PRINCIPLE 


As a lawyer of long, large and varied experience 
in both State and Federal Courts, I am surfeited 
with all the misinformation concerning church 
property that is being disseminated by articles ap- 
pearing from time to time in the church papers. No 
intelligent person would for one minute give the 
slightest heed to the discussion of a complex medical 
question by one who was not a trained physician. 
Yet, when it comes to the matter of title to church 
property—a question to be determined solely by 
abstruse principles of civil law, and that may be 
more complicated than any medical question ever 
could be—men with no legal training whatever as- 
sume not only to speak but to speak with the voice 
of authority. Not for one moment would I impugn 
the motives of these good brethren, and for them I 
have all good will, but I must protest their right to 
attempt to advise on matters concerning which they, 
not being lawyers, are utterly ignorant. 


To illustrate the point. The United States Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit is composed 
of Judges Parker, Soper and Dobie, who are gener- 
ally recognized as three of the outstanding judges of 
the country at this time. Before this bench came the 
case of King v. Richardson, 136 Fed. (2d) 849, 
involving the question whether under a bequest in 
the Will of Lunsford Richardson to certain church 
trustees, the property that was the subject of the 
bequest was the property of the local First Presby- 
terian Church of Greensboro, North Carolina, or of 
the agencies of the General Assembly of the 
Southern Presbyterian Church. The issue so in- 
volved depended solely on the meaning of the 
language used in the will, and in ascertaining such 
meaning the Court was required to apply rules of 
the law of real estate, of the law of trusts, of the 
law of charities, and the law of other related sub- 
jects. Based on the application of such complicated 
and technical rules, a majority of the judges, Park- 
er and Dobie, reached the conclusion that by the 
language of the will a trust was created, and that 


BY HENRY E. DAVIS 
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such trust was in favor of the agencies of the 
General Assembly of the Southern Presbyterian 
Church. On the other hand, the third judge— 
Soper—applying the same rules of law dissented 
and held that the language of the will created no 
trust whatever, and that the bequest was an abso- 
lute gift to the local church. In fact, all three 
judges agreed that it was perfectly competent to 
bequeath, devise or convey property to a local con- 
gregation of the Southern Presbyterian Church as 
its sole and absolute property, but they differed in 
their views as to whether properly construed the 
will there under review had such effect. One judge 
said it did, while the other two said it did not. If 
eminent judges, noted for their scholarly legal at- 
tainments and judicial acumen, differ in their views 
as to where a particular legal instrument places 
the title it passes, of what possible value can be the 
ex cathedra opinion relating thereto of a person, re- 
gardless of his eminence otherwise, who is totally 
without legal or judicial training? 


In the discussion that follows regarding the 
ownership of or the title to property held by a local 
congregation in the Southern Presbyterian Church, 
I shall consider it as the pure legal question that it 
is, and shall support my conclusions by legal preced- 
ents of recognized authority. In short, it presents a 
legal problem, and courts require lawvers who argue 
such problems before them to furnish controlling 
legal precedents as the basis for any contentions 
they advance. This discussion is to enlighten the 
members of our church, and they are entitled to the 
same sort of precedent-based conclusions as are re- 
quired by a court of justice. 


Religious societies, the technical legal name for 
all church organizations, are governed by precisels 
the same rules of law as are other charitable organi- 
zations. The property rights of such socie*ies depend 
on the same legal princinles that apply to all other 
holders of property. This is based on the broad 
ground of absolute equality before the law guaran- 
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teed by both Federal and State Constitutions. 


Ordinarily the solution of the problem as to the 
ownership of property held by a local congregation 
of the Southern Presbyterian Church (or any other 
Protestant Church) is found in principles of the 
law of real estate and its cognate subjects, and no 
attempt will be made here to list exceptions to this 
general rule. However, the law of real estate and 
its interrelated subjects probably constitute the 
most intricate body of rules and principles that have 
ever engaged the attention of bench and bar, as is 
witnessed by the thousands of cases in regard there- 
to that have crowded the pages of English and 
American law reports for centuries. No lawyer has 
ever completely mastered all of their ramifications ; 
so why should the opinion of a layman with respect 
thereto have any weight? 


Putting aside for the present any consideration 
of the various intricate technical rules concerning 
deeds, wills, estates, trusts, charities, corporations, 
constitutional limitations, etc. that play so large a 
part in solving the problems of title to property, 
attention is directed first to four fundamental prin- 
ciples that stand at the threshold of the inquiry when 
the property involved is held by a religious society. 
These principles are: 


1. Title to real proprety derives from the state as 
the sovereign, and must be traced back to such 
source. 


2. Title to real property, whether in fee simple or 
by way of trust, must be created either by a deed 
or a will. (The two exceptions as to title by ad- 
verse possession and by descent cast have no applica- 
tion here, hence may be dismissed as wholly irrelev- 
ent). 


3. The question of ownership of or title to real 
property must be determined from a construction of 
the instrument that passes it. 


4. Title to real property must be decided by the 
civil courts exclusively, and ecclesiastical courts have 
neither authority nor jurisdiction to pass on it. 


These principles will be discussed in their order. 


1. Title to real property derives from the State as 
the sovereign, and must be traced back to such 
source. 


This proposition is so elementary as to require no 
citation of authority to support it. However, if 
support be desired, it will be found in the following 
authoritative texts: 


3 Kent’s Commentaries, p. 377, 18 American 
Jurisprudence, p. 27 and 63 Corpus Juris, p. 
1155. 


Also from the multitude of decided cases stating and 
applying the rule may be cited the following: 


State v. Pacific Guano Co., 22 §. C. 50. 
Trustees of the University of South Carolina 


v. City of Columbia, 108 S. C. 244, 93 S. E. 
934. 


The term “state” is here used in the broad sense and 
means the National Govennment in those areas 
where the lands were originally owned by it. 


Virtually as a corollary to the first proposition 
follows the second, to-wit: 


2. Title to real property, whether in fee 
simple or by way of trust, must be created 
either by a deed or by a will. 


Practically all the law as to the acquisition of land 
traces back to certain old English statutes and 
common law rules construing them that in the 
course of the years have come to be the law of all 
the states of the United States. These statutes and 
rules with one accord provide that both estates in 
land and trusts concerning land must be created by 
a signed writing, except where the trusts arise by 
implication of law. 


Smith v. Williams, 141 §. C. 265, 139 S. E. 
625. | 


For further light on the subject, see: 


27 Corpus Juris, p. 191, et seq. 

37 Corpus Juris Secundum, p. 576, et seq. 
50 Corpus Juris, p. 783, et seq. 

2 Blackstone’s Commentaries, p. 200, et seq. 


The crux of the matter, however, is that the state 
as the sovereign regulates the manner of acquiring 
title to property located within its borders. 


This brings us to the third proposition, viz: 


3. The question of ownership of or title to 
real property must be determined from a con- 
struction of the written instrument that passes 
it. 


Except where a statute or constitution provides 
otherwise, an instrument passing title to real prop- 
erty must be construed under the established princi- 
ples of the common law. The rule of construction 
is thus stated in 54 Corpus Juris, page 53: 


‘An intention of the parties to a transaction, 
disclosed by their acts, that title shall pass is 
an essential to a voluntary transfer of property 
to or from a religious society. In whom the 
title vests upon transfer by deed, donation or 
grant is governed by rules of the common law 
in the absence of constitutional or statutory 
provisions.” 


If the deed, will or other instrument that passes 
the title and under which the local congregation 
asserts its ownership is in favor of such local con- 
gregation alone, without any trust in favor of the 
denomination to which the local church belongs, 
the local church is the absolute owner of the prop- 
erty, and the denomination has no control over it. 


The law is thus stated in 54 Corpus Juris, at 
page 61: 
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‘Where real estate is conveyed to a society or 
congregation in its corporate capacity, and not 
in trust for the benefit of the religious denom- 
ination to which it belongs, it is not subject to 
the control of any ecclesiastical judicatory.” 


Also, in 45 American Jurisprudence, page 764, we 
find this: 


‘Where a deed to trustees for the benefit 
of a church society contains no express declara- 
tion of trust for the general body of any church 
denomination, or for the teaching and practice 
of any church denomination, or for the teach- 
ing and practice of any particular religious 
principles or doctrines of faith, the right to the 
possession, control and use of the property is 
solely in the members of the church society.”’ 


The Supreme Court of Illinois has passed on the 
question at least three times, and each time it held 
that where the deed was to the local church or its 
trustees without any trust in favor of the denomina- 
tion to which it belonged, the property was owned 
by the local congregation and was not subject to the 
control of such denomination. 


Calkins v. Cheney, 92 Ul. 463 


Illinois Classis Co. v. Holben, 286 Ill. 473, 
122 N. E. 46. 


Glader v. Schwinge, 336 lll. 551, 168 N. E. 
658, 66 A. L. R. 172. 


The Vermont court recognized the same doctrine 
in Smith v. Nelson, 18 Vt. 511. 


One of the most illuminating cases on the subject 
in all the books is that involving the will of John 
Burnet, which went to the Supreme Court of South 
Carolina twice and is reported first as Shields v. 
Jolly, 18 S. C. Equity 99, and second as Attorney 
al v. Jolly, 21 S. C. Equity 379. The opinion on 
the first appeal was delivered by the eminent 
Chancellor Harper, while that in the second appeal 
was delivered by the equally eminent Chancellor 
Job Johnston, two of the ablest judges that ever sat 
gn any American court. 


By his will, Burnet devised and bequeathed his 
property to his wife for life and at her death to the 
local Methodist Church of which she should then 
be a member, the property to be used for certain 
specific church purposes. On the first appeal, 
Chancellor Harper, delivering the unanimous 
opinion of the Court, held that by the terms of the 
will the property involved belonged absolutely and 
solely to Liberty Church, the local Methodist 
Church of which Mrs. Barnet was a member when 


she died. 


The case having been remitted to the lower court 
to carry out the decision of the Supreme Court, the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, South, the denomina- 
tion of which Liberty Church was a member, in- 
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tervened in the case by permission of the court and 
claimed title to the property passing under the will. 
A master was appointed, who took exhaustive 
testimony, including the Methodist Book of Dis- 
cipline, and based on such testimony, he found in 
favor of the denomination; and his report was con- 
firmed by said lower court. The case then went 
back to the Supreme Court, and this time Chancel- 
lor Job Johnston delivered the unanimous opinion 
of the Court. He held (1) that the decision on the 
first appeal was conclusive of the matter, (2) that 
a re-examination of the language of the will com- 
pelled the conclusion that the property passing under 
the will belonged to the local church as it was de- 
vised and bequeathed to such church by apt words, 
and that the will contained no devise or bequest 
whatever to the Methodist Episcopal Church, the 
denomination, and (3) that it was perfectly con- 
sistent for Liberty Church, the local congregation, 
to own its own separate property absolutely, and 
still be a member of the denomination Methodist 
Episcopal Church, South, without such denomina- 
tion having a right to control the property. The 
decree in favor of the denomination rendered by the 
lower court was accordingly reversed and that of 
the Supreme Court in favor of the local church was 
reinstated. 


Liberty Church is now a member of the general 
merged Methodist Church, and is regularly supplied 
and served by ministers of that denomination, but 
it still owns and always will own under these 
Supreme Court decisions the exclusive and absolute 
title to the properties it acquired under the will of 
Burnet without any right of interference therewith 
by the denomination. 


The recent decision of the Circuit Court in South 
Carolina in the case of First Presbyterian Church 
of Florence, 8. C. v. Florence Trust Company, and 
others (not reported, but found in Judgment Roll 
No. 14,282, office of the Clerk of Court, Florence 
County, S. C.) is much in point. This church was 
incorporated under the laws of South Carolina in 
1881, the charter being amended in 1918. In 1946, 
the church corporation acquired a parcel of property 
as an intended new building site for its sanctuary. 
The deed to the corporation specified in no un- 
certain terms that the property was conveyed to the 
corporation for the sole use and benefit of the mem- 
bers of the congregation of the local church without 
any right whatever therein in favor of any pres- 
bytery or other ecclesiastical body. 


The property was encumbered by certain building 
restrictions and the church corporation brought suit 
to have these removed. The defendants contended 
that both the Presbytery and the Denomination were 
indispensable parties to the litigation, and so it be- 
came necessary to request the Court that they be 
brought into the suit. The Court held that the 
Presbytery was not a necessary, but might be a 
proper party, to the litigation, and hence required it 
through its Trustees to be made a party defendant. 
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On the other hand, the Court refused to bring in 
the denomination on the ground that under the 
Book of Church Order it had no possible interest in 
the controversy. The issues were made up, and the 
testimony, including the Book of Church Order, was 
duly taken. All of such testimony was given due 
consideration by the Court, which rendered a full 
decree deciding every issue in favor of the church 
corporation. 


Construing the deed to the local church, the 
Court said: 


“We have here a corporation organized under 
the laws of South Carolina and authorized by 
its charter to hold real or personal property 
without any limit as to value. There is nothing 
either in the charter or in the organic law of 
the denomination that states that im so ac- 
quiring property the corporation is a trustee 
either for the Presbytery or the denomination. 
Since the title to the property is in the corpora- 
tion alone, neither the Presbytery nor the 
denomination has any interest in it. In such 
situation, the only way that such title can be 
transferred is by a deed of conveyance by the 
corporation itself.”’ 


After quoting the language of the deed, the Court 
continued : 


“From this deed, it is apparent that it was 
drawn with meticulous care with the express 
intention of protecting the members of the con- 
gregation of this individual church in the sole 
use and ownership of their property without 
any right existing therein in favor of any other 
ecclesiastical body or organization. That it ac- 
complishes such purpose admits of no argument ; 
and that such was a legitimate purpose is not 
open to question. It is but meet and proper 
that those by whose means and efforts a church 
plant is erected and maintained should enjoy 
their property free from interference by those 
who contribute nothing thereto. This is what 
the present deed assures, and assures effectual- 
ly.” 


While this is a Circuit Court decree, and as such 
does not have the binding force of a decision of the 
Supreme Court, yet its author, Judge L. D. Lide, 
is universally regarded as one of the strongest judges 
ever to sit in South Carolina, and any deliverance 
by him will be usually followed by the courts of 
that state. 


In 54 Corpus Juris, page 67, it is declared that 
where property is conveyed direct to an individual 
local church corporation, such property may be sold 
by the church corporation without the consent of 
the denomination to which the local church belongs. 


Again, in the case of King v. Richardson, supra, 
Judge Parker in delivering the opinion of the Court 
said: “Under the law of North Carolina, trustees 


may be appointed to hold property for a church or 
religious congregation, and are accountable to the 
church or congregation for the use and management 
of the property,” citing the Code sections. 


Mark the fact that this was said in a case concern- 
ing the property rights of a local Presbyterian 
Church of the Southern Presbyterian Church as 
against the claims of the agencies of the denomina- 
tion to which it belonged, and where the sole issue 
was whether under the language of the will—not 
the language of the denomination—the trustees were 
holding for their own local church. And never once 
in all the litigation was it ever suggested that the 
local congregation could not acquire title to property 
that would be free from denominational control. 


The authorities cited are sufficient to establish the 
principle they were called in to support; hence | 
pass on to the next proposition, viz: 


4+. Title to real property must be decided by 
the civil courts exclusively, and ecclesiastical 
courts have neither the authority nor the 
jurisdiction to pass on it. 


The rule was stated by that great judge Chancellor 
Harper more than a hundred years ago in these 
words: ‘Ecclesiastical tribunals have no authority 
as recognized by the law to entertain any civil 
question, or in any manner effect a disposition of 
property by the decisions of their judicatories.” 


After reviewing the case, the Court in T'urbeville 
v. Morris, 203 S. C. 287, 26 S. E. (2) 821, reaches 


this conclusion: 


“Matters of a purely ecclesiastical nature are 
to be determined by church tribunals alone; 
and matters purely of property rights by the 
civil courts alone.” 


See 54 Corpus Juris, page 89, where a large number 
of cases are collated. 


Attention is also directed to another aspect of 
state sovereignty that frequently plays a controlling - 
part in determining the title to church property, 
and that is the State’s exclusive authority to create 
corporations and prescribe their powers. A corpora- 
tion is an artificial person, and the right to incor- 
porate is prescribed by the terms of a legislative 
grant in the form of a statute. Its powers are like- 
wise prescribed in the same manner. 


54 Corpus Juris, pages 10, 11, 14 and 15. 


On page 47 of 54 Corpus Juris is found this 
statement of the law: 


‘‘An incorporated religious society has capacity 
to take and hold property, both real and 
personal, in its own name for its own uses, 
whether de jure or de facto, and without re- 
gard to its faith or church connections, or the 
absence of them, provided only the rules of the 
corporation under which the property was ac- 
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quired are not void as against public policy.” 


Exercising their powers of sovereignty, many states 
have laid down specific constitutional or statutory 
regulations concerning the acquisition of property by 
church organizations. These regulations assume 
various forms ranging from an absolute ban against 
incorporating a church or religious denomination 
while permitting the appointment of trustees to hold 
property for them, as is the case in Virginia and 
West Virginia, to the statutory code of New York 
requiring local congregational trustees to hold and 
administer church property according to the rules 
and usages of the denomination to which the mem- 
bers of the local congregation belong. See 54 Corpus 
Juris, pages 10, 11, 13, 15, 40, 47-49, 51, 60-61, 
and 65, text and notes. By reason of the prevalence 
of these statutory regulations concerning the title to 
church property in many of the Northern states, 
judicial decisions therefrom have no value as prece- 
dents beyond their own state lines. 


The cases of Westminster Presbyterian Church 
v. Trustees of the Presbytery of New York, 211 N. 
Y. 214, 105 N. E. 199, and of Trustees of Presby- 
tery v. Westminster Presbyterian Church, 222 N. 
Y. 305, 118 N. E. 800, are constantly cited by 
advocates of denomination control of the property 
of a local church as establishing the law to be that 
all local Presbyterian Churches, regardless of de- 
nomination, hold their property in trust for the 
denomination, which has absolute control over it. 


I have read and analyzed both of these cases, and 
they make no such ruling. On the contrary, they 
hold that by the language of the statutes of the 
State of New York, beginning with the Act of 1875 
and culminating with the elaborate Religious Cor- 
porations Law in force at the date they were decid- 
ed, a Presbytery of the Northern Presbyterian 
Church can dissolve a local Presbyterian Church 
but can not take its property, the extent of the 
control of Presbytery being to require the trustees 
of the local church corporation ‘‘to administer the 
property in their custody and control in accordance 
with the discipline, rules, usages, laws and book of 
government of the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States of America.’”’ The Court went on 
further to show that the sale and mortgaging of 
local. church property was also regulated by this 
same New York statute. 


However, if the common law had still been of 
force in New York, the denomination would have 
had absolutely no voice in the control of local 
church property. On this point the Court in the first 
appeal said: 


“Before the enactment of chapter 79 of the 
Laws of 1875 and chapter 110 of the Laws of 
1876 ‘it had been settled that a religious cor- 
poration held its temporalities wholly free from 
the domination of any ecclesiastical authority, 
and by a tenure so independent that it could 


change its creed and denominationa! character 
without losing its property. Doubtless the acts 
of 1875 and 1876 were intended to restrain, 
in some degree, that sort of diversion of church 
property from one sect to another, for the 
provision is that the trustees shall hold and 
administer it according to the rules and usages 
of the denomination to which the church mem- 
bers of the corporation belong, and shall not 
divert it to the support of some other discon- 
nected institution.’ Matters of First Presby- 
terian Soc. of Buffalo, 106 N. Y. 251, 254, 12 
N. E. 626, 627.” 


It is settled law that the statutes of one state have 
no force whatever in any other state, or beyond the 
confines of that. state that enacted them. These 
cases, as has been seen, were decided solely on the 
construction of the language of New York statutes, 
hence they are of no force or effect whatever except 
in the State of New York. 


Under the principles hereinbefore discussed, it 
appears to be clearly established that the state can 
charter a local congregation and give it power to 
acquire property free from the control of the 
judicatories of the denomination to which such local 
congregation belongs. Since the state authority is 
supreme both as to prescribing the powers of cor- 
porations it creates and as to title to property within 
its borders, manifestly the denomination can do 
nothing to prevent such action, as to permit it to 
interfere would be allowing it to supplant the 
state and determine what power a corporation can 
possess and how title to real estate must pass. When 
a denomination undertakes to question the right of 
the state to grant such charters as it sees fit and to 
challenge the right of free citizens to incorporate 
and own property free from ecclesiastic control, it 
is treading on dangerous ground, as its action may 
well be declared an infringement of the Constitu- 
tional guarantees as to separation of Church and 
State and the exercise of religious freedom. To 
illustrate: It is common knowledge that in the 
Roman Catholic Church the bishop is a corporation 
sole who has title to all of the property of his 
denomination in his diocese. Not so, however, in 
Pennsylvania. There the state by statute declares 
that church property shall not be otherwise taken 
and held or enure, than subject to the disposition 
and control of the lay members of such church, and 
the courts there hold that a resolution of the con- 
gregation that the bishop shall hold all the property 
of the congregation in accordance with the laws, 
usages and rules of the Roman Catholic Church, 
which invest the bishop with the absolute control of 
the church property, is against public policy and 
therefore void. 


54+ Corpus Juris, page 55. 


By way of further illustration is cited the statute 
passed by the legislature of South Carolina in 1863 
authorizing the incorporation of local Episcopal 
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churches (13 South Carolina Statutes at Large, 
page 150). This statute provides that in matters of 
spiritual government such churches shall be subject 
to the canons of the denomination, but at the same 
time gives the local churches absolute ownership of 
their properties with the right to handle them as 
they deem proper. 


This idea that in some intangible manner title to 
church property in the Southern Presbyterian 
Church is vested in the denomination is a legal 
heresy invented by the liberal ecclesiastics in such 
church who are trying to impose upon us organic 
union with the Northern Presbyterian Church re- 
gardless of our wishes with reference thereto. ‘They 
can not cite a single legal principle on which to 
base their contentions, hence their deductions will 
not stand up in a civil court. The conclusive answer 
to all of their assertions is found in the action of 
the agencies of the Southern General Assembly 
taken in the case of King v. Richardson, supra. 
If the denomination owns or controls the property 
of a local church, why in the first place was it 
necessary to go to the Federal Court in that case for 
the purpose of having it decide whether the property 
belonged to the local church under the Richardson 
will, or to the agencies of the Church at large? ‘The 
Federal Court did not decide the question on any 
matter of ownership by the denomination, but 
decided it on the construction of the language of 
the will under the laws of the State of North 
Carolina, in which state the suit originated. If the 
denomination owns the property of a local church, 
as some now contend, all that would have been 
necessary was for the General Assembly to issue its 
fiat to the local church, and there would have been 
no necessity for all of this litigation. On the other 
hand, if one of the appellate judges had agreed 
with Judge Soper that the property belonged to 
the Greensboro Church under the language of the 
will, what could the General Assembly have done 
about it? Absolutely nothing; and the Federal 
Court would have enforced its decree, if necessary, 
by a writ of injunction. 


In their efforts to find support for their conten- 
tion, proponents of denomination control of local 
church property lay hold on Paragraph 164 of the 
Book of Church Order. Judge Lide gave to such 
basis a solar plexus blow in the case of First Presby- 
terian Church of Florence, South Carolina v. 
Florence Trust Company, supra. After referring to 
the fact that by the express declarations of Chapter 
XIII of the Book of Church Order, the “church 
courts have no jurisdiction in political or civil af- 


fairs,’ and after effectually disposing of Paragraph 
163 of the same book, the court said: 


“The proper construction of Section 164 is 
that it was intended to provide for only one 
contingency, namely, the disposition of the 
property of a church that has ceased to exist as 
such. Manifestly, the purpose of this section 
was to prevent an escheat of the property to the 
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State. The section, however, shows conclusively 
that the Presbytery has no title to the property 
of the individual church because even in the 
case of the contingency mentioned, the property 
does not automatically pass to the Presbytery or 
its authorized agents, but it acquires title there- 
to only as the result of a deed executed by 
‘those who hold the title to the property.’ This 
is a clear recognition of the fact that the prop- 
erty belongs to the local church.” 


In short, the paragraph is intended merely to pro- 
tect presbytery investments, and is but an applica- 
tion of the rule of resulting trusts that enables one 
who furnishes money to purchase property to force 
a conveyance of such property to him. 


Hutto v. Hutto, 187 S$. C. 36, 196 S. E. 369. 


It also might find support in the principles as to 
constructive trusts, where it would be a construc- 
tive fraud to allow persons to obtain money of the 
presbytery and then not give the presbytery the 
right to require the conveyance of the property to it 
in satisfaction of its demands when the church 
purposes were abandoned. 


Greene v. Brown, 199 §S. C. 218, 19 S. E. 
(2d) 114. 


If the property, however, was acquired solely by 
funds of the members of an individual congregation 
and the church was never incorporated nor provided 
with trustees to hold the property, the individual 
members own it. 


Jeffrey v. Ehrhardt, 43 §. E. (2d) 483 (S. C.) 


But if the presbytery put no money in the property 
of a local congregation, no trust could possibly 
arise in its favor, and Paragraph 164 could not be 
enforced in such case. 


We are told, however, that to deny ownership 
and control by the denomination of the property of 
a local church is to substitute the congregational 
for the Presbyterian system. This is but an ad 
hominem argument, and gullible indeed is the 
person that is convinced thereby. How any person 
who professes the slightest acquaintance with 
Southern history can advance such a proposition and 
hope to get away with it is beyond comprehension. 


The difference between the congregational system 
and the Presbyterian system does not inhere in the 
manner of holding title to church property, but is 
determined solely by the method of administering 
spiritual affairs. According to the decision of the 
South Carolina Supreme Court in the John’s Island 
Presbyterian Church case, 19 S. C. Equity 192, a 
Congregational church and a Presbyterian church 
may profess the same faith, teach the same doctrines, 
and practice the same ordinances, but what dis- 
tinguishes them is that in the Congregational system 
the spiritual government is wholly in the hands of 
each congregation of Christians, while in the Pres- 
byterian system it is in the hands of the Session and 
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the Presbytery, with no power in the congregation 
to ordain a minister, exercise discipline over its 
members, or discharge other strictly ecclesiastical 
functions. In that case, the Court held that by the 
terms of the deed and will passing title to the proper- 
ty, it belonged to the local church that adhered to 
the Presbyterian system of spiritual government. 
While Chancellor Job Johnston did not write the 
opinion in this case, he concurred in it, and his 
judgment on Presbyterianism is infinitely to be 
preferred to that of any modern writer. 


Many of the original local Presbyterian churches 
in the South antedate the organization of any local 
Presbytery, and some of such churches did not join 
a local Presbytery until long years had elapsed after 
such churches were founded (Jones: “The Pres- 
byterian Church in South Carolina,” pages 591, 
593, 604-605, 843, 845, 848). 


The universal practice in all these early Presby- 
terian Churches was a clear recognition of the fact 
that title to land is one thing and the administra- 
tion of spiritual affairs quite another. Hence the 
title to the local church property was universally 
taken in its name and for its benefit without giving 
Presbytery any interest therein, while on the other 
hand the spiritual government was administered 
through a Session and a Presbytery, even though the 
latter might be located wholly outside of the state. 


This practice of separating temporal affairs from 
ecclesiastical affairs was nowhere regarded as mili- 
tating against the fact that the churches that follow- 
ed it were Presbyterian Churches. For example, in 
the First Presbyterian Church of Columbia, South 
Carolina, which has had as pastors the two ablest 
ministers and the two greatest founders of the 
Southern Presbyterian Church, Dr. Jas. H. Thorn- 
well and Dr. Benjamin M. Palmer, the property is 
owned by a corporation composed of the adult male 
members, and early presidents of the corporation 
were two distinguished South Carolina Judges, 
Chancellor Henry W. DeSaussure and Judge 
Abram Nott (Jones: The Presbyterian Church in 
South Carolina, pages 650, 653). None of these 
staunch Presbyterians ever doubted that the church 
so constituted was a Presbyterian Church, and 
would have defended its right to be so classed to 
the limit of their splendid abilities. 


So if the great founders of the Southern Presby- 
terian Church saw no congregationalism in a local 
church adhering strictly to the Westminster stand- 
ards and administering its spiritual affairs by the 
regular church judicatories, and yet owning and 
controlling its property absolutely, it ill behooves 
any Presbyterian of this generation to attempt to 
stigmatize it as such. And mark well, this was not 
only the view of the great ministers but likewise 
the view of the great lawyers of that day. Foremost 
among such lawyers was Chancellor Job Johnston, 
the ablest judge of the Presbyterian faith this 
country has produced, and who had the privilege of 
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being a member of the General Assembly that 
formed the Southern Presbyterian Church. 


In fact, some states have enacted statutes that 
enforce this distinction between temporal and spir- 
itual affairs by making the corporation that holds 
title to the property wholly distinct from the eccle- 
siastical church body that administers its spiritual 
affairs. 54 Corpus Juris, page 15. The statute of 
South Carolina relating to the incorporation of 
Episcopal Churches already mentioned is of this 
type. 


Historically, therefore, when it comes to a ques- 
tion of property rights, the individual Presbyterian 
Churches in the Southern Presbyterian Church from 
the days of the first settlements have been distinct]\ 
and wholly congregational. Cases where congrega- 
tions holding property by royal grants or later 
muniments of title have sold their property as the 
result of congregational meetings without any con- 
sultation whatever with presbytery or any other 
ecclesiastical authority, are legion, and no one to 
this day has ever questioned such titles. In fact, 
it is an ordinary business transaction, and millions 
of dollars have been invested by business men based 
on the faith of the security of the titles thus ac- 
quired. If any one wishes an example of such a sale, 
see the case of Ex Parte McCall, 68 S. C. 489, 
where the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Florence, S$. C. thus disposed of its property to 
the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Company. The 
property consisted not only of the entire church 
plant but of the cemetery around the church as 
well. 


Suppose the General Assembly had lost in its 
litigation over the Richardson will, and the First 
Presbyterian Church of Greensboro had established 
its exclusive right to the property in litigation. Who 
would have the temerity to contend that this fact 
would have destroyed the existence of the local 
Church as a Presbyterian Church and cast it out of 


the Southern General Assembly ? 


As has been seen, the Supreme Court of South 
Carolina expressly ruled in Attorney General vs. 
Jolly, supra, that the fact that the Liberty Meth- 
odist Church absolutely owned its property in fee 
simple did not operate in the slightest against its 
being a member of the South Carolina Methodist 
Conterence. Hence it is apparent that congrega- 
tional ownership of property has no bearing what- 
ever on either a Presbyterian or a Methodist system 
of church government. 


It is strange indeed that this practice so prevalent 
in the South as to the ownership of property solely 
by the individual Presbyterian congregations should 
have continued unassailed for two hundred and fifty 
years, and then be suddenly attacked as congrega- 
tionalism by modern writers that do not measure up 
in the slightest degree to the stature of such giants 
as [hornwell and Palmer. 


It is stated, however, that the courts have recog- 
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nized in all the mergers of denominations that the 
property of individual churches was owned by the 
merging denominations, and that the property went 
with them on the principle of the solidarity of the 
denomination. If there is such a decision by any 
American court, I have not been able to find it. On 
the contrary, the question of title to the property 
involved in each of such cases has been determined 
from the express language of the written instrument 
that passed it. For example, in the Methodist 
Church merger, as shown in the case of Turbeville 
v. Morris, supra, solidarity had nothing to do with 
the matter, but the decision was placed on the flat 
proposition that each individual Methodist Church 
held its property under a deed that contained a trust 
provision in favor of the Conference. The courts 
said. this being the case, when the ecclesiastical 
courts declared that the Conferences were legally 
merged, the property of necessity went to the new 
Conference created thereby. 


As shown by the decisions of the lower courts in 


_ Barkley v. Hayes, 208 Fed. 319, and 222 Fed. 669, 


which ultimately reached the Supreme Court under 
the name of Shepard v. Barkley, 247 U.S. 1, 62 L. 
ed. 939, the individual Cumberland Presbyterian 
Churches lost their property to the Northern Pres- 
byterian Church on exactly the same ground that 
the individual Methodist Churches lost their prop- 
erty in the Methodist Church merger, that is, these 
individual Cumberland Churches had deeds or other 
instruments of title that made them trustees for the 
denomination. This is the principle on which every 
one of these merger cases was decided, and solidarity 
was never dreamed of. 


In Millard’s Digest of the Minutes of our Gen- 
eral Assembly, published in 1944, we find this state- 
ment: “In the final analysis, the right in and to all 
property within its ecclesiastical jurisdiction belongs 
to the Church as a whole—the entire denomination. 
This is the opinion which has been sustained by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in numerous 
cases of litigation.”” As legal authority, this state- 
ment is not worth the ink it took to print it. 


There are really only two cases in the Supreme 
Court of the United States that touch the question 
in any way, to-wit, the Walnut Street Church case 
(Watson v. Jones, 13 Wall. 679, 20 L. ed. 666), 
and Shepard v. Barkley, supra. Neither case sus- 
tains in the slightest degree Mr. Millard’s deduc- 
tion therefrom. 


In Watson v, Jones, the issue was not property 
at all, but as the Court declared it was a case of a 
division or schism in a Church involving the sole 
question as to which of two bodies should be recog- 
nized as the congregation of such Church. The con- 
gregation had split into two factions, one adhering 
to the Union cause and the other to the Confederate 
cause in the War Between the States. The opinion 
of the Court was delivered by Judge Miller, an 
able judge but an abolitionist partisan, and in this 
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instance he allowed this latter fact to control his 
decision. Neither the Northern nor the Southern 
Presbytery involved in making the ecclesiastical de- 
cisions as to the true congregation of this particular 
Church was before the court, nor was the Consti- 
tutional question of the right of state secession an 
issue presented for decision. Despite this state of 
the record, Judge Miller went out of his way to 
hold that since the Northern Presbyterian Church 
by passage of the Spring Resolution and other action 
taken had manifested its adherence to the cause of 
the Union in the war, it was the tribunal to decide 
as to which of the contending factions was the true 
congregation. In this state of the record, the case 
should have been dismissed for the want of indis- 
pensable parties, but instead the Court seized a 
jurisdiction it did not have and rendered a purely 
political decision. Known to all lawyers is the rule 
that conclusions stated by a judge as to issues not 
before him for decision are but dicta and of no 
binding effect. 21 Corpus Juris Secundum, Page 
309, et seq. Applying this rule of construction, ex- 
cept for saying that an ecclesiastical tribunal can 
make a binding decision on an ecclesiastical matter, 
Watson v. Jones is not law, and never has been 
recognized as law. Indeed, if it establishes the legal 
proposition Mr. Millard contends it does, the irre- 
sistible conclusion is that the properties of all the 
individual churches of the Southern Presbyterian 
Church now belong, and always have belonged, to 
the Northern Presbyterian Church. The Southern 
Presbyterian Church has denounced this decision 
from the beginning, and those of its members who 
have not been converted to this modern prelacy in 
the form of organic union have not the slightest in- 
tention of accepting it at this late day. 


The other case, Shepard v. Barkley, together with 
the two memoranda decisions involving the same 
church merger, as has already been explained, in- 
volved a situation where the properties of the local 
churches were held in trust for the denomination. 


‘Hence it has no application. 


The summary of the distinguishing marks of the 
Presbyterian system made by the trial judge in the 
decree of the lower court in the case of Barkley v. 
Hayes, 208 Federal, at Page 322, had reference to 
the Northern Presbyterian Church and the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, and has no application 
to the Southern Presbyterian Church. Even at that 
it was the rankest dicta, and hence of no value as a 
precedent, as the issue before the court was not 
even the Presbyterian system of these churches, but 
rather the nature of the title created by the lan- 
guage of the deeds to the constituent churches of 
the Cumberland Presbyterian Church. As has been 
seen, the lower court and both appellate courts all 
held that the language of each of these deeds cre- 
ated a trust in favor of the denomination. 


But whatever the United States Supreme Court 
has decided on the question of the status of church 
property does not make the slightest difference. Con- 
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trary to popular belief, the Supreme Court of the 
United States is a court of exceedingly limited 
jurisdiction. Its authority is limited to appeals in 
cases involving Federal statutes and the Federal 
Constitution, and in cases between citizens of dif- 
ferent states where the amount in controversy ex- 
clusive of interest and costs exceeds $3,000. In the 
latter class of cases, at the times Watson v. Jones 
and Shepart v. Barkley were decided, the Federal 
Courts, including the Supreme Court, could render 
judgments in accordance with their conception of 
the general law and were not bound to follow state 
decisions. This power existed under the authority 
of the case of Swift v. Tyson, 16 Peters 1, 10 L. 
ed. 865, decided in 1842. However, with the ad- 
vent of Judges Brandeis and Holmes on the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, a revolution set 
in against Swift v. Tyson, and as a consequence it 
was squarely overruled in 1937 in the case of Erie 
R. R. Co. v. Tompkins, 304 U. S. 64, 82 L. ed. 
1188. Under this latter case, when the suit is be- 
tween citizens of different states, all Federal Courts 
are compelled to follow the law of the State in 
which the suit is brought irrespective of anything 
that the Supreme Court of the United States may 
have theretofore decided. Hence, as the law now 
stands, a State Court is not required to pay the 
slightest attention to any decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States with respect to church 
property, but delivers its own opinion on such sub- 
ject untrammeled by Supreme Court decisions like 
Watson v. Jones. In the recent case of Aing vw. 
Richardson, the United States Courts did not once 
refer to Watson v. Jones as authority for their 
action, but admitted that they were bound by the 
law of North Carolina with reference to the prop- 
erty involved and applied such law in disposing of 
the case. In short, the case of Erie R. R. Co. v. 
Tompkins largely destroyed the eftect of Watson 
v. Jones. Such being the law by which the United 
States Supreme Court is now effectively bound, it 
will never have any opportunity hereafter to pass on 
the solidarity of the Presbyterian system. When a 
State Court declares that a parcel of property lo- 
cated in that State belongs to a local Church and not 
to the denomination of which it is a constituent, 
those who deny it need never hope to frustrate such 
holding by a ruling from the Supreme Court of the 
United States to the contrary. 


In all states where the common law prevails, the 
only possible way by which the Southern Presby- 
terian Church can successfully assert any title to 
property in the control of one of its constituent 
churches is to show that the language of the written 
instrument that created such title sets up a trust in 
favor of the denomination. 


54 Corpus Juris, Pages 54-56. 


If the trust is not in such instrument, it does not 
exist. 


St. James Parish v. Bagley, 138 N. C. 384, 
50 S. E. 841. 


The soundness of this rule was fully recognized in 
King v. Richardson, but on the facts the case was 
held not to fall within it. 


The rule stands as firm as Gibraltar that eccle- 
siastical courts can not decide questions of title to 
property, but that such questions must be deter- 
mined by civil courts under the application of the 
rules of property established by state laws. 

I say to the individual congregations of the Sou- 
thern Presbyterian Church, incorporate your 
churches and have all muniments of title, such as 
deeds, specifically state that the property is held for 
your individual congregation and not in trust for 
the denomination; and I| challenge any merged 
Church to take it away from you. This is not con- 
gregationalism. [his is the Presbyterianism that has 
been understood and practiced in the South since 
the first Presbyterian Church was_ established 
therein. 


The contention that the property of an individual 
Presbyterian Church belongs to the denomination 
reduces in the last analysis to prelacy and not Pres- 
byterianism. It was denounced years ago by Dr. 
Benjamin M. Palmer, who has no peer in any 
American pulpit today, and every strict Presby- 
terian should continue to denounce it and refuse to 
be driven into a Church dominated by rules utterly 
foreign to the Church of our fathers. 


The College is one of the 
best equipped institutions 
in this country for under- 


graduate work. 


Its buildings and grounds 
are worth $4,000,000, of 
which $1,500,000 is being 


spent just now. 


Its endowment is nearly 


$3,000,000. 


Applications should be 
made early in the year. 
Scholarships, competitive 
and otherwise, are avail- 


able. 


President J. R. McCain 
Decatur, Ga. 
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Sabbath School Lessons 


LESSON FOR OCTOBER 8: 


By Rev. J. Kenton Parker 


Personal Commitment To Jesus Christ 


Scripture: Matthew 16:24-25; Mark 1:16-20; 
Philippians 1:19-26, Devotional Reading: I John 
§:1-12. 


Our devotional reading is very important for a thorough understanding of the lesson. There are changes 
which take place in heart and mind when a person becomes a Christian. These changes are absolutely nec- 


essary. 


Faith takes the place of unbelief: “Whosoever believeth.” Here is the connecting link between a lost soul 
and salvation. Faith is the gift of God, the work of the Holy Spirit in the heart of man. Faith cometh by 


hearing, and hearing by the word of God. 


“Whosoever believeth is born of God.” When 
Jesus was talking to Nicodemus He told him that 


except a man be born again (from above) he could” 


not see the kingdom of God. Immediately after this 
He gave the “Little Gospel,” John 3:16, and used 


the expression, “whosoever believeth.” 


Our devotional reading also gives us the result 
of belief: He that hath the Son hath life. Eternal 
life is the result of receiving Jesus Christ into the 
heart. Another result is given us in John’s Gospel: 
As many as received him, to them gave he power to 
become the sons of God, even to them that believe 
on his name: Who were born of God. 


Personal commitment to Jesus Christ is our side 
of the great transaction: the work of the Spirit, in 
imparting faith and regenerating us in God’s part. 
It is unnecessary to say that it is this work of God 
that makes salvation all of grace. 


But there must be a response on our part. We are 
free moral agents and must make our choice. It is 
this side of salvation that we are studying in our 
lesson for today. 


I. Commitment To Jesus 
Christ Is Necessary: 
Matt. 16:24-25. 

“For whosoever will save his life shall lose it: 
and whosoever will lose his life for my sake shall 
find it.”” There is only one way to save our lives and 
this is to commit to Jesus Christ. We are already 
lost and ruined; we cannot save ourselves. 


I would like to consider this second verse first, 
then. There is absolutely no way for a man to save 
himself. No one is wise enough, or good enough, or 
powerful enough to bring about his own salvation. 
We cannot be saved by good works, or good char- 
acter, oy some man-made system of philosophy. And 
vet many people in the world are trying to do this 
very thing. 

Some even quote Scripture to prove their conten- 
tion. One of the half-quoted and mis-quoted verses 
is, “Work out your own salvation,” leaving out the 
latter half which says, “For it is God that worketh 
in you both to will and to do of His good pleasure.” 
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We work out what God works in our hearts. In 
order for God to do His work we must commit our- 
selves to Him. Neither by education, culture, 
achievements or good deeds can man save himself. 
The man who in the energy and wisdom of the flesh 
climbs high in the estimation of his fellowmen is 
just as much a sinner as the poor fellow lying in 
the gutter. 

We are apt to think of the “Who’s Who” of 
America and the world as men who have “saved” 
their lives, but our names on this honor roll of men 
will mean nothing unless our names are written in 
Heaven. We can have our names there only by 
faith in the Son of God, and a commitment of our 
all to Him. 

The first demand is surrender: say NO to self, 
abdicate the throne of our hearts and put Christ in 
place of self. No man con serve two masters. As 
long as we serve self, we are denying Christ the 
first place. “All of self, and none of Thee; some of 
self, and some of Thee; none of self, and all of 
Thee.” The last of these is the only path for the 
Christian: this makes life happy. 


The second is consecration: take up the cross. The 
cross is not some trial, or hardship or sorrow which 
may come into our lives. The cross is something 
which we voluntarily “take up.” Jesus volunteered 
to take the Cross of Calvary and die in our stead; 
we must velunter to take the cross, too, and be 
crucified with Him. There must be entire conse- 
cration to His service. 


The third demand is service: “follow Me.” What 
sort of life did Jesus live? “He went about doing 
good”; He spent His life in humble, sacrifising ser- 
vice. He came not to be ministered unto, but to 
minister and give His life a ransom for many. As 
the Father sent Him into the world, even so He 
has sent us into the world. There are some things 
which He did which we cannot do, but we can fol- 
low His example of humble service. 


Il. Commitment To Jesus Christ Was 
The Way Early Disciples Came: 
Mark 1 :16-20, 
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In these verses we have the call of the first two 
pairs of disciples, Simon and Andrew; James and 
John. He saw them. He said, Come ye after Me, 
and they heard and obeyed His call. He still calls 
men to Himself. To hear and heed that call is com- 
mitment, if we mean it as they meant it. 


There is a renouncing of other things. These men 
left their nets to follow. We are to turn our backs 
on the old and take up the new. These men were 
called to full-time service, to become His disciples, 
learning of Him. 


Not all men are called in just this way. Most 
men have to continue in whatever business they are 
in, unless it is a sinfu! occupation. But there must 
be a real commitment, and business, home, family 
and friend must take a secondary place. 


He must be first, and if He calls us to leave our 
nets, to leave all, in full-time service, then we must 
be ready to say, ‘““Here am I, send me.” 


This is what Jesus meant when He said that un- 
less we “hate” our father and mother, we could not 
be His disciples. We are not to “hate” them or any- 
one, not even our enemies, in the ordinary meaning 
of that word. The Bible teaches us to “love our 
enemies’; how much more those of our own house- 
holds. We “hate’’ in the sense of renouncing, if need 
be, even the dearest and best things of life. 


III. Commitment To Jesus Christ 
Means CHRIST MIAGNIFIED: 
Phil. 1:19-26. 


“So now also Christ shall be magnified in my 
body, whether it be by life, or by death.” “For to 
me to live is Christ, and to die is gain.” 


John the Baptist put it this way when some tried 
to make him jealous of his cousin who was becoming 
very popular: “He must increase; I must decrease.” 
Is not this a splendid motto for every Christian? 


When Saul of Tarsus committed himself to Jesus 
Christ, He made Christ the center and passion of 
his soul. When some people come to America, they 
“come all’ and should not be half-hearted Amer- 


icans. We wish that all those who seek a home in 
our country would “come all’ and not be half- 
hearted Americans. We have too many of this sort 
now. Is the church, too, permeated with near- 
traitors? 


What did Paul mean by saying: ‘For to me to 
live is Christ, and to die is gain?” I am sure that I 
do not know all that he meant, or perhaps the most 
important thing that he meant, but the verse sug- 
gests some ideas to my mind. From other expres- 
sions which the apostle uses I would like to gather 
these thoughts: life through Christ; life in Christ; 
life for Christ; life with Christ. 


Certainly Paul recognized and taught over and 
over that life comes only through the life and death 
and resurrection of our Savior. Christ died for our 
sins; Christ died for the ungodly: He was made sin 
for us who knew no sin; “who loved me and gave 
Himself for 


He also taught that life came by union with 
Christ. “I am crucified with Christ, nevertheless | 
live, yet not I but Christ liveth in me.” We are 
complete in Him. 


The first question Paul asked after his vision was, 
Lord, what wouldst thou have me to do? He be- 
came the willing slave of Jesus Christ. It was no 
longer what Paul wanted to do, but what Christ 
wanted him to do. He said: “And that he died for 
all, that they which live should not henceforth live 
unto themselves, but unto him which died for 


them.” (JJ Cor. 5:15). Paul’s life was for Christ. 


Life with Christ. Christ was his great companion. 


When all forsook him, the Lord stood by him. 


Life committed to Christ brings rich rewards. In 
this life we reap a hundred fold, and “to die is 
gain,’ to depart and be with Christ is far better, 
but it is more needful that we remain in this world 
and do His work. 

May none of us leave this lesson without having 
committed ourselves, body, soul and spirit, to Him 
who can make life worth living and death a receiv- 
ing of rich rewards. 


Young People’s Department 


LESSON FOR OCTOBER 8: 


Introduction 


We are all familiar with the old saying, “what 
you do speaks so loud we cannot hear what you say.” 
But the Christian should state it something like this: 
“What we do is such a clear illustration of what we 
believe people understand what we say.” 


A few years ago our fathers and grandfathers 
used to debate, with much heat, the relationship of 
faith and works. Some were strong advocates of 
faith alone, while others were strong on works. But 
it seems today their children are not sure about 
faith or works. The committee suggests James 2:17 
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By Rev. W. G. Foster, D.D. 


Actions Speak Louder 


as a theme for our program, so let us study the 
entire paragraph in which our verse is found, 


Scripture Lesson: 


James 2:14-26 
I. Counterfeit Faith Described - | . 14-20. 
(1) Real faith not empty pretense - V. 14-17 
(2) Real faith not intellectual assent - V. 19-21 
Il. Real Faith Demonstrated - 1’. 20-26 


(1) In obedient trust - V, 21-24 
(2) In trusting loyalty - V. 25-26 
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Illustration 


| once read somewhere of a man who had a small 
ferry boat that he used to pull across the river with 
two oars. Each morning he had to row two men 
across the river to work. And each morning these 
men bitterly debated which was absolutly necessary 
to the Christian life, faith or works. 


One morning the old ferry man decided to get 
the best of the fellows, so he painted on one of his 
vars the word faith and on the other, the word 
works, When one of the men began to talk about 
what faith alone could do, he slipped the oar marked 
works out of the water and the boat began to go in 
a circle. “Then when the other man began to talk 
about what works alone could do, he slipped the 
one marked faith out of the water and the boat 
began to go around in a circle in the other direction. 


When the two men suddenly realized what was 
happening, they insisted that he remedy the situa- 
tion. As soon as he made them see what the oars 
were labeled, he dropped both into the water and 
pulling on both oars, the boat followed a steady 
course to the shore. 


So it is that faith and works go together. What 
we do shows what we really believe. When we 
really believe the Lord Jesus Christ, we do as He 
did. 

SUGGESTIONS 


Here again the Bible study of the passage must 
be placed at the heart of the study, using whatever 
method your group finds most effective. Here again 
you might discuss actions that the group does and 
what they indicate concerning what the group 
believes. 


I Led The 
Air Raid On 
Pearl Harbor 


By Mitsuo Fuchida 


1 am Mitsuo Fuchida. As chief commander of 
the whole air squadron, I participated in the air- 
raid on Pearl Harbor on December 8, 1941 (Japan 
time), which actually opened up the Pacific War. 


On that very morning, seating myself in the first 
plane, | led the whole squadron of 360 planes into 
Pearl Harbor, and having ascertained that the main 
torce of the American Pacific Fleet, comprised of 
eight warships, was at anchor in Pearl Harbor, | 
lifted the curtain of warfare by despatching that 
cursed Order No. 1: “Whole squadron, plunge into 
attack!” It was 3:19 a.m. according to Japan Time, 
a was December 7th, 7:49 p.m. by Hawaii 

ime. 


Why were we aviators filled with such strong 
hatred against America then? Of course, we aviators 
then had neither hatred nor enmity toward Amer- 
ican people as individuals, but the Board of Su- 
preme War Command in Japan was strongly con- 
vinced that destiny of the war was wholly depen- 
dent upon the success or failure of the Pearl Harbor 
attack. Hence, in order to secure unfailing success 
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The Christian Testimony Of The Japanese 
Commander Who Led The Air Armada Of 
360 Planes That Bombed Our Fleet At 
Anchor In Pearl Harbor On Dec. 7, 1941. 


In a former issue we told of Capt. Fuchida’s 
conversion, The following is printed with the 
permission of “The Northwestern Pilot.” 

—The Editor. 


in that strategy, the military high command accused 
America with such strong words as “Brutal and 
proud America, the long-time enemy,” etc., only to 
create increased hatred of the aviators toward 
America. 


Having thus started participation in war, I de- 
voted myself to conducting warfare throughout the 
following four years, presenting myself as a most 
patriotic and faithful soldier to the mother country. 


During these four years, I faced death several 
times, including six crashes into the sea, but was 
miraculously saved every time to survive and see 
the war's termination. 


After the war—and 25 years of Navy service— 
| retired and took myself to farming, but it was 
indeed a path of thorns to me. | had never in my 
life realized so keenly the unreliability of other men 
as | did during these years. I was strongly con- 
vinced that one’s own ability was all he could rely 
upon, and consequently I worked diligently in sil- 
ence, giving but a cold glance to the world affairs 
around, 
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The new career which I started from nothing, as 
it were, was so insignificant and slow, like an ant’s 
progress. Nevertheless, as time passed on I built my 
house and digged the well; but my life during these 
years was no other than a re-enactment of the story 
of Robinson Crusoe. 


Thus my lonely life dragged on. But in the mean- 
time as I continued living in closer relation to the 
earth, through plants, cattle and nature, my mind 
was gradually led to think of the presence of God, 
the creator of all these. I came to feel ashamed of 
my former godless idea that man’s own power and 
ability was his only trustworthy resource. I had 
never been an atheist. But I was brought up in cir- 
cumstances of very little religious atmosphere; con- 
sequently, | grew up to manhood without any re- 
ligion and later enlisted in the Navy. Thence forth 
I held the former “War Catechism” as my only 
ideology. 


With the termination of war, the national aspect 
was altogether transformed and Japan stepped out 
for the reconstruction of the nation with the slogan 


of PEACE. 


Four years have elapsed since and in these years 
I have been watching the constant change of social 
phenomena, but with cold eves. Nevertheless, I could 
not help but love the mother-country with her moun- 
tains and rivers irrespective of good or bad. Accord- 
ingly my mind has been constantly set on the prob- 
lem as to what would be the proper way for Japan 
to exist hereafter. 


Finally | arrived at the conclusion that the only 
wey for the Japanese to survive and prosper would 
be to have every one of the Japanese people thor- 
oughly made peaceful, irrespective of other nations’ 
conditions. 


However, my militarily specialized mind saw in 
the prevalent world conditions a possible danger of 
another war and a second Pearl Harbor. Therefore, 
with the sincere desire to warn the people, I deter- 
mined to send out into the world a book entitled 
“No More Pearl Harbor” no matter how insigni- 
ficant my work might be. As my waiting progressed, 
however, I came to realize that in my appeal for 
“No More Pearl Harbor’ there must be an assur- 
ance of the transformation of hatred among man- 
kind to true brotherly love. So long as mankind re- 
mained in opposition to one another within the frame 
of nationality, the only consequence could be the de- 
struction of civilization. 


The latter half of the twentieth century should 
be a generation of separate nations; but finally the 
problem remained as to WHO could be the one to 
accomplish such a great task as this? 


In the midst of these thoughts, one day in Tokyo 
at Shibuya Railroad station at a Pocket Testament 
League street meeting, I received a Christian 
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pamphlet. 


The pamphlet was the testimony of Mr. Jacob 
DeShazer entitled “1 was a war prisoner of Japan.” 
At the first glance my mind was captivated bythe 
pamphlet and I read it through with great enthus- 
iasm. One portion of the pamphlet interested me 
particularly, and that was the confession of Mr. 
DeShazer that during his imprisonment he one day 
came to feel a strong desire to read the Bible. He 
recalled to mind what he had heard before about 
Christianity which could transform human hatred 
to true brotherly love. This portion, as I read, drew 
my mind to the same state, and with a desire to read 
the Bible I purchased one and started reading. 
Before covering the first thirty pages my mind was 
strongly impressed and captivated. 


“This is it!’ I was strongly convinced. I con- 
cluded that the true realization of ““No More Pear! 
Harbor” was no other than to expect Christ's 
second coming and to endeavor to prepare men from 
all over the world worthy of welcoming Christ's 
return. 


’ As a first approach towards this, I was convinced 
that I should first of all become a good Christian. 
Thus, I contacted Pocket Testament League repre- 
sentatives who showed me from the Bible how to 
become a Christian. I then opened my heart and 
accepted Jesus Christ as my personal Savior on 


April 14th, 1950. 


Today is just one month since I was saved. 
Naturally, I am still in the early stage of Christian 
growth, but I feel great jov in my daily Bible read- 
ing and my heart is filled with peace as I knee! 
down to pray. 


Moreover, | think I can say today without hesita- 
tion that God’s grace had been constantly set upon 
me and guided me even before | came to know 


Christ. 


God has revealed to me the way of salvation 
through the atoning blood of Jesus Christ. I decided 
to believe whatever is revealed in the Bible, accept 
it, and stand as His witness telling others this truth 


with the help of the Lord. 


BELHAVEN COLLEGE 


Jackson ... Mississippi 


A Liberal Arts College for Women where the 
fundamentals in education are stressed, and 
where emphasis is placed on Spirituality, 
Scholarship, and Physical Training, in the 
order of their importance. Reasonable rates. 


For information, write to: 


G. T. Gillespie ... President 
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Billy Graham Scheduled For 
Coast To Coast Broadcast 
This Fall On ABC 


Evangelist Billy Graham, currently engaged in 
the greatest campaign in his experience, announced 
‘n Portland, Ore., this week that he had signed a 
contract with the American Broadacsting Company 
for a Sunday afternoon program on a 164-station 
coast-to-coast network. First broadcast of the new 
series will originate in the Graham campaign in 
Atlanta, Ga., on November 5. 


Present plans call for a 30-minute program in 
the distinctive style which has attracted world-wide 
attention for the young evangelist in recent months. 
Featured on the program will be bass-baritone so- 
loist George Beverly Shea and song leader Cliff 
Barrows, directing the campaign choir in each city 
where the broadcast originates. In cities where a 
campaign is in progress, the broadcast will be open 
to the public and incorporated as part of the regular 
series of meetings. 


The program will be aired in the early afternoon, 
on a time schedule to be announced later. 


Davidson Opens 


Davipson, N. C.—Davidson College, the largest 
Presbyterian college in the South, opened its 114th 
vear Sept. 8 with a capacity enrollment of approxi- 
mately 900 students. 


Agnes Scott Plans 
New Science Hall 


To Cost $770,000 


Agnes Scott College has announced plans for the 
construction of a new science hall at a cost of $624.- 
297 without furnishings to be completed by Septem- 


ber, 1951. 


To be named for John Bulow Campbell, a former 
trustee of the college, the building will be fitted for 
biology, chemistry and physics, The structure will 
contain more than 55,000 square feet, built of rein- 
torced concrete, with finishing brick and Indiana 
limestone for the exterior. 


Chureh News 


Cost of the furnishings is estimated at $147,000 
of which fifty thousand will be provided by the 
General Education Board. 

The contract for the erection of the new class 
room building has been signed by the college with 
the Barge-Thompson Company of Atlanta, Ga. 


Henry W. McLaughlin, 81, 
Died August 27 In Virginia 


Dr. Henry W. McLaughlin, for 21 years director 
of the town and country church department of the 
Presbyterian Church, U. S., died suddenly August 
27 in Staunton, Va. He was 81 years old. 


Born in 1869 at Marlinton, W. Va. McLaughlin 
graduated from Hampden-Sydney College and 
Louisville Theological Seminary. His first pastorate 
which he served for 16 years was at the New 
Providence Presbyterian Church in Brownsbury, 
Virginia. He also served as pastor of Presbyterian 


churches in Greenbrier, W. Va., and Louisville, Ky. 


In 1936 McLaughlin was elected moderator of 
the synod of Virginia. During his work with the 
church’s board of education in Richmond he estab- 
lished the first town and country ministers’ institutes 
in the four seminaries of the assembly. These insti- 
tutes have become an annual affair for ministers 
specializing in rural church work. 


Between 1934 and 1944 nine hundred new out- 
post Sunday Schools were established throughout 
the south under the direction of McLaughlin. He 
was the author of numerous books on church work 
in rural areas and during his ministry he traveled 
extensively into the remote country areas of the 
seventeen states in the church’s jurisdiction. 


McLaughlin is survived by his widow, Mrs. 
Nellie Swann Brown McLaughlin of Richmond, 
Va. and two daughters and six sons. 


Steel or Wood 


FOLDING 3ANQUET TABLES 


SS— WRITE FOR CATALOGUE 
AN®S LOW BIRECT PRICES 


rm FOLDING CHAIRS 
y 


KING COLLEGE 


Fully accredited four-year college. Co-educational. Presbyterian. Founded 1867. 
Liberal Arts. Sciences. Business. Education. FOUR TYPES OF SCHOLARSHIPS: 
(1) Competitive; (2) Academic; (3) Grant in Aid; (4) Remunerative Work. 


Summer session. Intra-mural sports. Dormitories. Catalog. 


R. T. L. Liston. President — Box “J,” Bristol, Tenn. 
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Music At 
Agnes Scott 


The Music Department at Agnes Scott College 
is being greatly enlarged and strengthened for the 
1950-1951 session. The head of the department is 
Michael McDowell, who has been head of the de- 
partment for the Atlanta Division of the Univer- 
sity of Georgia. He took his undergraduate work at 
Emory University, his specialized training in piano 
at Juilliard Graduate School of Music, and his 
master’s degree at Harvard University. He has also 
studied extensively in Europe. 


The work in Organ will be handled by Raymond 
J. Martin. He did his undergraduate work at the 
University of North Carolina, took a B.S. in music 
from the Juilliard Graduate School, and took his 
master’s degree from the School of Sacred Music at 


Union Theological Seminary in New York. He is 
coming to Agnes Scott from Brenau College where 
he was head of the Music Department. 


The work of Voice is headed by Miss Roxie 
Hagopian who has been head of the Music Depart- 
ment at Daniel Baker College in Texas. She took 
her B.S. in music at Oberlin Conservatory in Ohio. 
her master’s work at Juilliard Graduate School, and 
held a fellowship for two years from this school for 
special study in Europe. 


The work of violin will be handled by E. Chap- 
pell White. He took his undergraduate work at 
Emory University and he specialized in music at 
the Westminster School. He has recently completed 
the master’s degree in music from Princeton Uni- 
versity. Several other teachers are being emploved 
on a part-time basis. 


— Book Reviews 


Books reviewed or advertised in The Journal may be ordered 
from The Southern Presbyterian Journal Book Department, 
Weaverville, N. C. 


THE LIFE AND DAIRY OF DAITID BRAIN- 
ARD, by Jonathan Edwards. Moody Press, $3.50. 
The Life and Diary of David Brainard is one of 
the most influential books of the past two centuries. 


It has had a mighty ministry in influencing 
Christians to take the missionary responsibility 
seriously. It is a well-known fact that it was a 
potent factor in the careers of Wm. Carey, Henry 
Martyn, Payson, and McCheyne. 


This book is a moving record of the inner life of 
David Brainard, the saintly young missionary, who 
bore his testimony and died before he was thirty 
years of age. He willingly burned out his life for 
Christ in giving the Gospel of salvation to the 
American Indians. 


Jonathan Edwards knew Brainard intimately and 
was in position to edit the youthful missionary’s 
“Diary and Journal.’ This present volume has been 
re-edited by Philip E. Howard, Jr., of the Sunday 
School Times, He deleted certain portions of lesser 
importance and brought the spelling and punctua- 
tion up to date. Mr. Howard has added to this 
volume a valuable resume of the life of Jonathan 


Edwards. 


Ministers and laymen should derive great benefit 
from this narration of the inner feelings and emo- 
tions of one of the greatest souls America ever 
produced. One who reads this spiritual history will 
be inspired to a deeper devotion to Christ and a 
more diligent use of the means of grace for personal 
sanctification. We need to be reminded that time is 
short and eternity is near, and “a great name either 
in or after life, together with all earthly pleasures 
and profits are but an empty bubble, a deluding 
dream.” 
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We would especially urge all who entertain the 
opinion that Calvinism and evangelism are incom- 
patible to read this classic. One thing is clear in the 
experiences of both Brainard and Edwards, and that 
is, the Calvinist must be evangelistic, for evangelism 
primarily is for the glory of God. —John R. 
Richardson. 


THE HOLIEST OF ALL, by Andrew Murray. 
Fleming H. Revell Publishing Company. $4. A 
commercial concern promotes its product with the 
advertisement, ““Ask the man who owns one.” With 
striking appropriateness this thought could be ap- 
plied to books by Andrew Murray. 


All who have read With Christ in the School of 
Prayer know that the author is a Christian of rare 
spiritual discernment, This exposition of the Epistle 
to the Hebrews exalts Christ as the unique Son ot 
God. Writing out of his own personal experience, 
he affirms, “We shall find in Christ everything we 
need for a life of joy and strength and final victory. 
Our one need is to know Jesus better.”’ 


Murray prepared this volume while engaged in 
his ministry in South Africa. It was originally 
written in Dutch. Later he reproduced it in English. 
It was written for all who have the care of souls and 
need help to inspire professing Christians to whole- 
heartedness, steadfastness, and progress in the Chris- 
tian life. 


Observes Murray, “Many, of whom one cannot 
but hope that they are true Christians, come to a 
standstill, and do not advance beyond the rudiments 
of Christian life and practice. And many more do 
not even remain stationary, but turn back to a life 
of worldliness, of formality, and indifference.” 


To meet these needs the author offers the truths 
set forth in the Epistle to the Hebrews. He believes 
that they will inspire Christians to press on to 
perfection. 
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The cure this Epistle has for all our failures and 
feebleness, the one preservative from all danger and 
disease is “the knowledge of the higher truth con- 
cerning Jesus, the knowledge of Him in His heaven- 
ly priesthood.” Again the writer states, “The know- 
ledge of the heavenly character of Christ’s person 
and work is what alone can make heavenly Chris- 
tians, who, amid all the difficulties and temptations 
of life on earth, can live as those whom the superior 
power of the upper world has possessed, and in whom 
it can always give the victory.” 


Although this exposition of the gospel found in 
Hebrews was written 56 years ago, this month, it 
has retained its power to inspire God’s people with 
a new confidence in their blessed Lord and look to 
Him “on the throne of heaven, and really claim the 
heavenly life He waits to impart.” “What the 
Hebrews needed is what we need,” said Murray. 
What those South African Christians needed is what 
American Christians need, affirms this reviewer. 


—John R. Richardson. 


THE LIGHT IN MY WINDOW, by Francena 
H. Arnold. Zondervan Publishing House. $2.50. 
A prize-winning dramatic novel in Zondervan’s 
$10,000 national Christian fiction contest. It is a 
story of enduring love triumphant over disillusion- 
ment and despair. The delightful character portrayal 
is an outstanding feature of this unusual and thrill- 
ing story. 


FIRE OF THE PRAIRIE, W. Wyeth Willard. 
l'an Kampen Press. $2.50. Fire on the Prairie 
furnishes the answer for thousands of people who 
are asking questions about Wheaton. It shows also 
how throughout Wheaton’s entire near-century of 
existence this original banner of Christian objectives 
and scholarship has been held steadily aloft. This 
volume also gives information concerning the recent 
Wheaton revival which has caused world-wide in- 
terest. 


ROMANCE IN THE JUNGLE, by Ethel Mat- 
son. Zondervan Publishing House. $2. A fast- 
moving and captivating story from the heart of an 
exciting continent, South America. Here is a story 
with a punch to hold your interest from first page 
to last and one which you will be a long time for- 
getting. Throughout this tale of love and war, 
heartache and joy is a message so needed around the 
world today—that Jesus Christ alone can bring 
peace, joy and happiness. 


DAY AFTER TOMORROW , by G. Franklin 
Allee. Zondervan Publishing House. $2. A dramatic 
story of the rise to business and political power of 
ambitious, personable Stanley Ross Scott. This is a 
captivating innovation in the field of strong Chris- 
tian fiction. 
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by Wealley 
White. Zondervan Publishing House. $1. (paper) 
This is a story concerning missionary labors in 
South America. Wally White relates these experi- 
ences to Ken Anderson who has recorded them. 


SOUTH TO THE HARVEST, 


TREBLE HARMONIES, by Douglas R. Fisher. 
Van Kampen Press. $ .75, A collection of choral 
arrangements for women’s chorus. Here in an at- 
tractive yet tastefully conservative musical arrange- 
ment are some of the choicest time-honored hymns 
of the church. 


RADIO REQUESTS NO. 2, Van Kampen Press. 
$ .40. The selections found in this new song book, 
Radio Requests No. 2, are entirely different from 
all the eight other Y. P. C. A. publications, These 
songs were heard by Christian people throughout 
the nation on the first commercial gospel television 
program that went coast to coast. 


A BASIC SEMITIC BIBLIOGRAPHY, by W. 
S. LaSor, Ph. D. Van Kampen Press. $ .75. The 
first of an extended series of bibliographies under 
the editorship of a committee of Fuller Theological 
Seminary. The purpose of this work is to provide a 
list of the basic “tools” for students in the various 
Semitic languages. 


JESUS—HOLY CHILD OF BETHLEHEM, 
by Phil Saint. Van Kampen Press. $ 40. The nar- 
rative is related by Phil Saint with illustrations by 
William T. Lent. The story points to the need of 
Someone to save man from sins, and Christ is that 
Someone. 


LOST IN A SUGAR CREEK BLIZZARD, by 
Paul Hutchens. Van Kampen Press. $1. Lost in a 
Sugar Creek Blizzard adds a new character to the 
Gang Boys who had so many swell adventures. You 
will like this character and his exciting experiences 
in the blizzard. 
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